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capable of defending Soviet Russia and defeating all
armed intervention. Surely India could do it in ten or
fifteen years.

After criticising other main features and defects
in the Bill Prof. Laski said the issue for the  Labour
Party was this:   Could they amend  the Bill in such a
way as to bring it within  the  compass of reasonable
standards of salf-government and democracy ?   Unhesi-
tatingly he said   "No".   The changes required, right
down to the fundamentals, wore so immense,  that even
if Labour could make them the Speaker would be bound
to order the re-committal of the  Bill on the grounds
that it was an entirely new measure.   It was hopeless
to expect to amend an unamendable  measure.   There-
fore they had to decide their course  of   action  and
policy.   As a Socialist he believed with Burke   that the
consent of tha people must be obtained and  that there
were   ways   of   getting   India   as   willing   partner
in the British Empire.   They could get  her consent
but they could not coerce her.  This Bill contained none
of the elements of consent and much of coercion.   It
was to be imposed upon India,  and it revealed to a
degree how the technique of Imperialism was being
practised against her.   She was to be given a kincl of
government that Japan a century hence, might impose
on Manchukuo. It was not a Bill for an honest advance
in partnership but one clearly establishing the English
economic control of India.